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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

Ne^v Delhi, the 30th December, 2002 

O.N.l.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission of India hereby publishes the judgement, dated 
11th November, 2002 of the High Court of Punjab and 
Han ana at Chandigarh in Election Petition No. 5 of 1999. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND 
HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH 
CIVIL ORIGINAL SIDE 

CIVIL MISC. Nos. 17-E and 24 of2001 ih Election 
Petition No. 5 of 1999 (O&M) 

Randhir Singh, 

Village & RO. Serhada, 

Tehsil and Distt. Kaithal 
(Haiyana). 

.... Petitioner 

\fersus 

Prof KailashoDevi, 

(M.P.) (Indian National Lokdal Party) 

\^Ilage & PO. Pahladpur, Tehsil Thanesar, 

Distiia Kurukshetra 

(Elected Candidate from -2 Kurukshetra Lok Sabha 
Constituency.) 

... .Respondent 

Election petition under the Representation of People Act, 
1951 and under Section 100 of the said Act 
of 1951 Sub. Clause (c) and (d) (iv) praying 
that: 

(a) Eleaion of Respondent No. 1 be declared 
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bad and illegal and void ab-initio; 

(b) voting right of Respondent No. 1 be stayed/ 
suspended till the final hearing of the petition; 

(c) letter of the Election Commission. 76-H.N.LA/ 

96 (I) Annexure P-1 and letter dat^ 19-8-99 of 
Returning Officer Annexure P-2 quashed; 

(d) operation of the Annexure P-1 disqualifying 
the petitioner from contesting Election of 
Assembly/ Lok Sabha be stayed; 

(e) may pass an>' order direction which may be 
deemed fit under the circumstances of the 
petition. 

(1) costs of the petition be awarded to the peti¬ 
tioner against respondent No. 1. 

CIVIL MISC. No. 17/E of 2001 

Application imder Order 14 Rule 2 read with Section 
151 CPC praying that the issues No. 1,2 and 3 mentioned in 
the petition may be treated and decided as preliminary 
Issues before the parties are required to lead their 
evidence. 


OyiEMISC. No.;24-Eof 2001 

Aj^Iication under Section 151 CPC praying that the Addi¬ 
tion^ Advocate General be restrained from appearing 
in the matter or i^y pass any order as may be deeihed fit 
under the circumstances of this matter. 

Datm the 1 Ith November, 2002 
‘q PRESET 

THE HOFf’BLE MR. JUSTICE N.K. SUD 
ForthePetitioneij : None 

For the Respondent ; Mr. Sukhbir Singh, Advocate 

andMr. Pritam Saini, Advocate 

C»OER 


Today again no one is present on behalf of peti¬ 
tioner, The Civil ^sc. Applications as well as the election 
petition are dismissed for non-prosecution. 

I Sd/- 

N.K. SUD, JUDGE 

11 - 11-2002 


[N0.82/HN-HP/5/991 
By Order, 

GHANSHYAM KHOHAR, Secy. 
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